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ELECTION COMMISSION OF INDIA 
New Delhi, the 2nd September, 1985 

O.N. 60,—In pursuance of section 106 of the Represe¬ 
ntation of the People Act, 1951 (43 of 1951), the Ele.tion 
Commission hereby publishes the order, pronounced on 10th 
July. 1985 by the High Court of Gujarat at Ahmedabad in 
Election Petition No. 2 of 1985. 

LNo. 82/GJTIP/2/85J 

IN THE HIGH COURT OF GUJARAT AT AHEMDABAD 
(DIST. SURENDRANAGAR) 

ELECTION PETITION NO. 2 of 1985 

Election Petition under sections 80. 80(A), 81 and 100 of 
the Representation of People Act, 1951, Challeng¬ 
ing Parliamentary election to 2-Surcndranagar 
Parliamentary Constituency. 


Salubha K. Vaghela, 

Hindu, Adult, 
residing at Surcndranagar —Petitioner. 

Versus. 

1. Zala Digviaysinhji 

Pratapsinhji, 

Rajmehel, Vankaner, 

Pin Code- 363 621. 

2. The Returning Officer, 

1-Surendranagar, 

Parliamentary Constituency, 

Collector Office, 

Surendranagar, —Respondents. 


769 01/95-1 


(109) 



110 THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : SEPTEMBER 21, 1985/BHADRA 30, 1907 [Part II—Sec. 3(iii)] 


Election Petition No. 2 of 1985 
July 10, 1985 
R.C. MANKAD 

Mr. P.S. Champaneri—for the petitioner, 

Mr.D.D. Vyas—for respondent No. 1. 

Mr. R. M. Vin, Government Pleader—for respondent 
No. 2. 

COARM: R.C. MANKAD. J. 

(.July 10, 1985) 


ORAL JUDGEMENT: 

The petitioner has filed this petition challenging the elec¬ 
tion of respondent No. 1 to the House of the People from 
No. II Surendranagar Parliamentary constituency. 

The petitioner stood as a candidate for election to the 
House of People held in November, 1984. The election to 
the House of People from No. It Surendranagar Parlia¬ 
mentary Constituency was held as per the following schedule: 

(a) Date of filing nomination paper—November 21 to 

27, 1984. 

(b) Date of scrutiny of nomination papers—November 

28, 1984. 

(c) Last date of withdrawal of candidatures—November 

30, 1984. 

(d) Date of poll—December 24, 1984. 

(e) Date of declaration of result of the election—Dec¬ 
ember 28, 1984. 


The petitioner filed his nomination paper for the above 
constituency before the Returning Officer at Surendranagar on 
November 22. 1984. Six other candidates including respon¬ 
dent No. 1 filed their nomination papers before the Return¬ 
ing Officer on different dates between November 21 and 
November 27, 1984. The Petitioner did not make and sub¬ 
scribe an oath or affirmation as requiied by Article 84 (a) 
of the Constitution of India. The Returning Officer therefore, 
wrote letter, Annexure ‘E’ dated November 22, 1984 to the 
petitioner informing him that he had not made and sub¬ 
scribed an oath or affirmation as required by Article 84 (a) 
of the Constitution and requested him to do no either 
before him or before any of the persons authorised by the 
Election Commission in that behalf on any day before the 
date appointed for scrutiny of nominations, 'in reply to 
thi s letter, the petitioner wrote letter, Annexure ‘C\ dated 
November 22, 1984 to the Returning Officer stating "to the 
effect that it was not necessary to make and subscribe an 
oath or affirmation before the day appointed for scrutiny 
of nominations. According to the petitioner, lie was required 
to make and subscribe an oath or affirmation only after he 
wa s elected as member of the Parliament and before he 
enters the Parliament. The petitioner submitted that the 
requirement of making and subscribing an oath or affir¬ 
mation before the , date appointed for scrutiny of nomi¬ 
nations was illegal. It is not in dispute that the petitioner 
did not make and subscribe an oath or affirmation before the 
date appointed for scrutiny of nominations. However, when 
the Returning Officer commenced scrutiny of nominations 
on November 28. 1984 the petitioner expressed willineness 
to make and subscribe an oath or affirmaiion and addressed 
letter, Annexure ‘D\ dated November 28. 1984 to the 

Returning Officer. rn this letter the petitioner reiterated his 
stand that it was not necessary to make and subscribe an 
oath or affirmation before the date appointed for the scrut- 
my of nomination but expressed his willingness to do so 
in deference to the wishes of his workers. The- petitioner 
annexed to the letter form of caih or affirmation which was 
signed by him. However, since the petitioner had not made 
and subscribed an oath or affirmation before the dav appoin- 
ted for scrutiny of nominations, the Returning Officer iw 
his order. Annexure ‘F\ dated November 28 1984 r-r'eted 
the petitioner's nomination, on December 24, 1984 noli 

was held as scheduled. After counting of v des responde d 
No. 1 Zala Digvpaysinhji Pratapsinhji who secured the 
iS* number of votes, namely, 1.91,632 was declared 
elected ftom No. H Surendranagar Parliamentary Consti¬ 
tuency, the petitioner has filed this petition challenging the 
election of respondent No. 1. ^ c 


Respondent No. 1, the elected candidate, has resisted 
this petition. He has denied the allegations made in the 
petition and contended that the Returning Officer was right 
in rejecting the nomination of the petitioner. However, at 
the hearing of this petition, a slatement was made on behalf 
of both the respondents admitting the facts stated in para¬ 
graphs 4, 5 and 7 of the petition. Respondents did not 
dispute that the petition was filed within the prescribed 
period of limitation. They also did not dispute that the 
petitioner had filed his nomination and that the Returning 
Officer had addressed letter, Annexure ‘B’, dated November 
22, 1984 to the petitioner informing him that he had rot 
made and subscribed oath or affirmation and that he should 
do so before the date appointed for scrutiny of nominations. 
The respondents also did not dispute that at the commen¬ 
cement of scrutiny of nomination which was taken up on 
November 28, 1984, the petitioner by his letter, Annexure 
‘D’ dated November 28, 1984 expressed willingness to make 
and subscribe an oath or aflitmatkm and also submitted 
alongwith the letter an oath or affirmation in the prescribed 
form. It is on the above admitted facts that the question 
whether the Returning Officer was right in rejecting the 
nomination paper of the petitioner has to be decided. 

The only issue which is required to be decided in this 
petition is whether the Returning Officer was justified in 
rejecting the nomination paper of the petitioner. 

The relevant provision of the Representation of the People 
Acit, 1951 (hereinafter called ‘the Act) for our purpose 
is section 36 (2) which reads as under:— 

“36(1) xxx xxx xxx 

(2) The returning officer shall then examine the nomi¬ 
nation papers and shall decide all objections which 
may be made to any nomination and may, either on 
such objection or on his own motion, after such 
summary inquiry, if any. as he thinks necessary, 
reject and nomination on any of the following 
grounds:— 

(a) that on the date fixed for the scrutiny of nomi¬ 
nations the candidate either is not qualified or 
is disqualified for being chosen to fill the seat 
under any of the following provisions that may 
be applicable, namely:-— 

Articles 84, 102. 173 and 191, 

Part II of this Act. and sections 4 and 14 of the 
Government of Union Territories Act, 1963 

(b) that there has been a failure to comply with 

anv of the provisions of section 33 or section 

34; or 

(c) that the signature of the candidate or the pro¬ 
poser on the nomination paper is not genuine. 


(3) 

XXX 

xxxx 

xxx 

(4) 

xxx 

xxxx 

xxx 

(5) 

XXX 

xxxx 

xxxx 

(6) 

XXX 

xxxx 

xxx 

(7) 

xxx 

xxxx 

xxx 

18) 

xxx 

xxxx 

xxx 


""der sub-section (2) of section 36, one of the grounds on 
" hich a nomination can be rejected is that on the” date fixed 
for scrutiny of nominations the candidate is not qualified 
for being chosen to fill the seat under Article 84 of the 
Constitution. The relevant part of Article 84 is as under:- 

“84. A person shall not be qualifed to be chosen to fill 
a seat in Parliament unle'-s M—. 


(a) is a citizen of India, and makes and subscribes before 
some neprson authorised in that behalf by the 
Election Commission ;1 n oath or affirmation ac¬ 
cording to the form set out for the purpose in 
the Third Schedule: 


CM 

fc) 


xxxx 


xxxx 

xxxx” 


xxxx 
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Ihe expression “on the fixed for scrutiny” in sub* 
section (2) of seclion 36 came up for consideration before 
the Supreme Court in Pashupati Nath v. Harihar Prasad, 
A.l.R. 1968 SC 1064. Ihe Supreme Court held that this 
expression means L ‘on the whole of the day tin which the 
scrutiny of nomination had to take place”. In other words, 
the qualification must exist from the earliest moment of Ihe 
day of scrutiny. It wail obseived that on the date of the 
scrutiny the Returning Officer has to decide the objections 
and the objections have to be made by the other candidates 
after examining the nomination papers and in the light of 
section 36 t2) of the Act and other provisions. On the 
date of the scrutiny the other candidates should be in a 
position to raise all possible objections before the Scrutiny 
of a particular nomination paper starts, The Supreme Court 
observed that in a particular case, an objection may be taken 
to the form of the oath; the lorm of oath may have been 
modified or thp oath may not have been sworn before ihe 
person authorised in that person behalf by the Election Com¬ 
mission, This decision was followed in the subsequent deci¬ 
sion of the Supreme Court in Hussain Khan v. Hijalinappa 
A.l.R. 1969 SC 1934. 

It is thus clear from the Supreme Court decisions referred 
to above that a candidate seeking to contest election to the 
House of People was required to make and subscribe an 
oath or affirmation as required by Article 84 (a) of the Con- 
titution before the date appointed for scrutiny of nomi¬ 
nations and if he fails to do so he would not he qualified 
to contest the Section. If a candidate fails to make^ or sub¬ 
scribe an oath or affirmation before the date appointed for 
scrutiny of nominations, his nomination was liable to be 
rejected. In the instant case admittedly the petitioner had 
not made and subscribed an oath or affirmation before the 
date appointed for scrutiny of nominations. The Returning 
Officer knew his attention to this fact by addressing letter, 
Annexure ‘E’, dated November 22, 1984. The petitioner, 
however, chose not to make and subscribe an oath or 
affirmation. On the contrary, in his reply. Annexure ‘C\ 
dated November 22, 1984 he took up a stand that it was 
not necessary for him to make and subscribe an oath or 
affirmation as suggested by the Returning Officer in his 
letter, Annexure ‘B\ Admittedly, the petitioner did not make 
and subscribe an oath or affirmation till commencement 
of scrutiny by the Returning Officer on November 28. 1985, 
the date appointed for scrutiny of nominations. It is true 
that he was willing to make and subscribe an oath or affir¬ 
mation on the date appointed for scrutiny of nominations 
hut that was too late and even if he had made and sub¬ 
scribed an oath or affirmation on (hat date it could not 
have cured the defect in the nominalion paper. Tic had to be 
qualified on the date appointed for scrutiny of nominations 
and he would not be so qualified if he had not made and 
subscribed an oath or affirmation as required by Article 84 
of the Constitution, under the circumstances, the only view 
which can be taken is that the petitioner was not qualified 
to contest the election. His nomination papper was rightly 
rejected hy the Returning Officer, I, therefore, answer the 


issue framed for determination in ihe affirmative. The result, 
therefore, is that this petition deserves to be dismissed. 

The petition is accordingly dismissed with costs. Cosls 
qualified at Rs. 1,000/- for each of the respondents. Costs 
shall he paid out of the amount deposited by the petitioner. 

Sd/- 

(SURESH C. SHAH) 
Stamp, 
6-8-85 


Attested True Copy. 

Deputy Registrar, 

7th day of Aug., 1985. 

IN THE HIGH COURT OF GUJARAT - AT AHMEDABAD 
ELECT TON PETITION NO. 2 of 1985 


Election Petition under section 80, 80(A), 81 and 100 of 
the Representation of the People Act 1951, Challen¬ 
ging Parliamentary election to 2-Surendranagar Par¬ 
liamentary Constituency, 

Satubha K. Vaghcla. 

residing at Surendranagar —Petitioner. 

V/s. 

1. Zala Digvijaysinhji Pratapsjnhji, 

Rajmahel, Vankancr, Pin Code 363621. 


2. The Returning Officer. 

2-Surendranagar, 

Parliamentary Constituency, 

Collector Office, 

S'urendrunagar. —Respondents, 

Coram: R.C. M. MANKAD I, 
(July JO, 1985) 

Upon the above petition having been called our for 
final hearing on 10th of Inly, 1985. and upon hearing Mr. 
P.S. Champaneri for the-petitioner, Mr. D.D, Vyas for res¬ 
pondent No. 1 and Mr. R.M. Vin, Government Pleader for 
respondent No. 2. This Court for the reasons recorded in 
the judgement DOTH ORDER that the petition be and is 
hereby dismissed with costs. This Court doth further order 
that Costs be qualified at Rs, 1,000/- for each of the res¬ 
pondents. 

Witness Puliyangudj Ramayapillat Gokulkrishan, Esquire 
Chief Justice at Ahmedabad aforesaid this 10th day of July, 
one thousand nine hundred and eighty five. 


Seal 


By order of the Court 
Sd/-(SURESH C. SHAH) 
Deputy Registrar (1). 

This 7th day of August, 1985. 


Tl fYft, 7 1985 

mYr 

*rr. 3T. ei:—fadm vrfYr ptt *prrtrrf sft tst t ft? tYt ft *rrr<ifr % *=rt*r ( 2 ) t wr faPrfccr 
puiihTT/fwTW % frfNt f ftp jft ttfr ( 3 ) ij fafafee t ( 4 ) it tYt ttYt 

fdfdfYs fddfdd H'TTt cfKr hY? ufofffcar h'fafdTT, 1951 nTf q.ftd qdfp ifP fdTflff ;T'/f aftfUTd 

TTCft % EdFR ( 5 ) ij TTT IbYwh ij afjd fddfdd sqtff off ftf ft Y?T dl'fa'T qN'T if ifg; 

dY idd 3fwrt«Tiff f ^ddr fap Tld TT vft ddi iJTffi'tnT % YtX TT ft Ytf h'Tqf frcsT^Tor 

dTst fWT % ht Td% 3tn ftP TP TiTiA'Jdt rfp, dfd ffitt t\, fcdlT 'T T d f T7TPT fldt'dd titifi ~:f ;q Rrc1 - r 

ST ThT & fffi Tdf THT TTT ifTTHTf f fap ffitf TIFT dT'd tr dgt t; 

Td: aft, fdddd TRY Tdi Ydfm ft qm 10-d f itd/TOT if dtd ffit dfidt % Ei'-GT (4) if fqfdfcpi: 

Sfi'ffrbfiT ffiT ’Tfl'd % ff dt 'fit ddd f Tf ft?df T f jT ft fttTd ddT 3T4TI -T tft'tt % TtW Pfd TTid 3fY -rfd 
% fa'P 3frtT ft dlfT'J h' ftt m ft Trdldfd f ffp fddfifr Yfad ffiddf | I 
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Fiqvjjr stt ^ TrT arf^rMT tt tit f^T#arr tt THTf 

Ro ^10 Ro l(\T TFT T 9757 


1. ^ftTOTT TT Tr«T'F T T l-^TTCPfrs 
frrat^FT 


sft £to zfto ^Tf^TFTT %fWTT SFJT 
3TTTT (^TTf) 

%T^T I 


3+f®?r ifT T spBT 
CTferr TT^r if 3TITW 
r| i 


2 . 


3. T?? 


4. ffS* 


7 -'TRTrrr 


s-’ifHrTrqrr 

(ar ^rr ) 


2 O-fe^SR 


1- m TTRo Tn'f^TTP'T RUTH'S, fRR 

Tptpjttt (tttrt) TnrTr^, 
fm %tr i 


3. »4t to t[o TrftpTR,, Trm«Trr, h - #* 

TtrfFErT SPPRT,' 

RT1R R Tt/ll9/fr tf-67802l. 
fjfRi ! f>TR' 


f *ft *ft rpf si% 

TrTRT tjRRlRTf, 
RmmT I 


Rrf&L if *T«n i ^r f: r j T 
%«rr TrfsrT ttt if 
RRTR T| I 


2. «ft fo ffo UltRfRRR, 
3T?Tf4T5r ^RR ITsrsn:, 
RHRTIRR? RfRf |pRTRf rr , 
%LR I 


sft Tpr^rffo T° 

€U R[o 14/1357, TIRfRlRiTli, 
RSJRTRTte, %TR I 


15 7 6/%W-?fT ifo/ss] 

3fTt?T JTLT, 

tj4 tit, Trfrr, 
rtlt IrrWr arrifpr 


New Delhi, the 7th September, 1985 
ORDER 

O.N. 61.—Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied 
that each of the contesting candidates specified in column 
(4) of the Table below at the election to the House of the 
Pcpole/Legislative Assembly as specified in column (2) and 
held from the constituency specified in column (3) against 
his name has failed to lodge an account of his election ex¬ 
penses in the manner/has not lodged the account at all 
as shown In column (5) of the said Table as required by 
the Representation of the Pepole Act, ,1951 and the Rules 
made thereunder; 


And, whereas, the said candidates have cither not fur¬ 
nished any reason or explanation for the said failure even 
after due notice or the Election Commission, after con¬ 
sidering the representation made by them, if any, is satisfied 
that they have ho good reason or justification for the said 
failure; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10 (A) of the said 
Act, the Election Commission hereby declares the persons 
specified in column (4) of the Tabic belo w to be disquali¬ 
fied for being chosen, and for being, a member of either 
House of the Parliament or of (he Legislative Assembly or 
Legislative Council of a State for a period of three years from 
the date of this order. 
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’MT’TT Tf TThW : fhtWt 1 1, 1985/nli 30, 1907 


S. Particulars of S, No. & Name of 

No. election constituency 

"l ' 2 ~3 

1. General Election to the 1—Kasaragod 
House of the People 


2. -do- ' 7—Palghat 


3 . -do* 8—Ottapalan (SC) 


4 . -do- 20—Trivandrum 


TABLE 

Name of the contesting candidates 


4 

Shri T.M. Sebastian 
Thekkeal House 
P.O. Thayyeri, 

(Via) Chcrupuzha 
(Kerala) 

1. Shri M. Manikken 
Manthrikkad, 

Kallepully (PO), 

Palghut District, 

Kerala. 

2. Shri A.T. Chamiyar, 
Vadukathaia 
Kanjikode P.O. 

H. No. V/119/PP-678621 
Palghat District, 

Kerala. 

1. Shri C. Aru Poolakkad, 

P.O. Muthalamada, 

Palghat, 

Kerala. 

2. Shri E.T. Subramaniaa, 
Annakkal Desom P.O. 
Porkalcngade, 

Via Kunnamkulam, 

Palghat, 

Kerala. 

Sliri Jaydev P.A. 

14/1357, Palayamwa'rd, 
Vazhuthacaud, Tri’.vandrum, 
Kerala. 


Reason for 
disqualification 

5 ~ ~ 

Failed to lodge the 
account in the manner 


-do- 


-do- 


Failed to lodge the 
account in time and in 
manner 

Failed to lodge the 
account in the. maaaer 


-do- 


[No.'76/KL-HP/85] 

By Order, 

DHARAM VIR, Secy. 
Election Commission of India 


<T$ faeSft, 5 198 5 

9TTo 3To 62 -—^ 1951 (1951 «PT 43) 4T STITT 22 TT-tUTT (l) ITTT 

stm Btfam *pi sptPt «ptt jq, fahfah amrFr qTTJTTT q? Tdr | Bp trrfw is awjhT, 1934 if) 
stFh^ntt . 434 / 9-0 ^ 3/84 /( 2 ) if friRDrha-r Ivrq snqn arrfa :— 
atfa^Frr it eRR grTrit % rtr 2 it- - 
(-+:) nr ri '41-sfr^', % ptfr “ 1 3 - - 3 T j sr th^t” klr 

(>51) tf ‘42-htT^T (sT° )’ % *rppt “^TCJT *GT, aft'Ojq” TfafR T«ft ;*Tq»ft I 

[tfo 434/1° he/85 ( 2 )] 

*rr^?r it, 

c'To tft° rjRf, 3T4T gtsfif 
vm FrhWh «rnHn 
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New Delhi, the 5th September, 1985 
O.N. 62.—In exercise of the powers conferred by sub¬ 
section (1) of section 22 of the Representation of the People 
Act, 1951 (43 of 1951), the Election Commission hereby 
directs that the following amendment shall be made in 
its notification No. 434/WB/84 (2) dated the 15th October, 
1984, namely:— 

In Column 2 of the Table appended to the said notification: 


(a) against item No. ‘41-Bolpur’, the entry “13-Sub- 

dlvisional Magistrate, Boipiir”, and 

(b) against item No. ‘42-Birbhum (SC)’, the entry “10- 

Subdivisional Magistrate, Sadar, Birbhum’’ Shall 
be added. 

[No. 434/WB/85 (2)] 
T.D. CIUPTA, Under Secy, 
Election Commission of India 

9 f44*7T 19 85 


3fto 3To63:—snftT ct 44i«T7 fi 771 f, f-r fit 4P4I ( 2 ) if 771 

Fur 147 7%4 EfTr-T 44r f F47f77 % fan ^ * 4*4 1 . 3 ) if Fitttt-Ftt a* fTr £, * 7*4 ( 4 ) ii 

Wnfcrz FttF-m 4 ?^ 7 err mif T'f-wf, mf TFiFTfa?* 3ifaF774, 19,51 btt a sin 7743 nn ftrtrm gr^r 
afflftsm 474 4 P 3 tft% 4U4 ( 5 ) if JT«ET 447F44 FT 4 414 Fl7?71 stiff 74 ftf 4 l %'7T Tlfe- if 4^,7 

^ftl; 

art 4 471 arwrf^nfi 4 bttt 33471 Fto; it 4i tit TTTTir % Fin; nr ft ftf 4:17311 4777 
?r^r ffTr t 4T 41 % 7TTr Ftt fitr aivtirf 74 'f it, 7 F 7 tit ft, Fittt 4:74 f ibttt F 17 F 74 3,7714 cr 47 4141914 
fi 471 t Ft 77% 7f4 747 3T4T44I f FTP iff llfl ”r T 4 71 ^fflfaeT iff f; 

3 ,~: 317, fulfil 31717 747 3ffaF477 ff 9 PI 1 0-7 % 317777 7 7T% 47 UTlt % J 4 P 4 ^ 

Tfalff ft 477 f F-Cfi 9f 477 f 71 TE ?7 77 Fllfl 44T 7771 Fltfll 7FT77 f 77 f 7 7 % af rv - 
gf7 % farr 74 311771 ff irfPT 4 717 77 47 llinfl % Fl4 Fl^fg/T 7tf77 TTir f, I 
~~~~~ 4lTofI 


~ fipfrll 77 f77T4 4 J T7t7 [77177-677 77 

. 7° 4° flT 7T4 

4° - 


1 if 9 f74T744T 

sf,T 414174 f77 ! T77, 

3 8-747T 

1985. 


2. 474 

49-7T7?r 

3. 7t7 

3 0-F7?7^7t 

4 . 7t7 

1$7 

5. 777 

51-7T7>S7 


3. 7^7 


18-4t77T ^7 


29 -TTT? 
( 7 c Ifc) 


F77f77 477 7f7 arrcrff 77 

714 7 7af 

tTTgnf 77 7747 

«ft ^Ft7t f '47 Fign, 

7T4 7 TfTTT TEST F47r, 

7^414 tipt, fur ttiti, 
f^RETI 

%74 7lftJ7 7^f F 4 71 

4t fllTfl, 7T4 7*114, 

71477 affTjT, 7?4^4 47 FThT 77Tfr, 
ff4f74 Sfw 

■-7^7- 

tfi Ttrffo ffs, 

3TT4 Iff irrs:q-r 3717 FtTT T7T, 
(F?4I44 TfTl) 

-477- 

4f TT7 4iT, 414 414TT, 

•SRITT 7^71, 7^417 344, 

Fsprr T7T, f 74 144 474 

—477— 

TiTifl F744T 47147, 

4^771 7 5 r4r7, 7f4 4 . 11, 

717177 7 Fr7r 4^71 

F?,7C77 474 

-4^7- 

4f tjft47 774rT7, 717 417r 3, 
71771 4fFg7, fTTT F4T4f7, 

F47P77 774 

-777- 

>sfi 7OT f44, 714 7 TR17T ffrg, 
45fl7 f77f 7.71, 

* 

-777- 

F74T77 774 


[4. 7rt/f?. 7,-f7. 4./85(2)] 


7- 777 



115 


[ nr ;) (iiij] <.rm m fru'Vf : f*rw T 21, 1 sss/i.tt so, 1307 

New Delhi, the 9th September. 1985 
ORDERS 

O.N. 63.—Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied that the contesting candidates specified in column 
(4) of the Table below at the election to the Himachal Piadcsh Legislative Assembly as specified in column (2) and 
held from the constituency correspondingly specified in column (3) against their names have failed to lodge accounts 
of their election expenses, as shown in column(5) of the said Table, as required by the Representation of the People 
Act, 1951 and the rules made thereunder; 

And whereas the said candidates have either not furnished any reason or explanation for the said failure even 
after due notice of the Election Commission, after considering the representations made by (hem, if any, is satisfied 
that they have no good reason or justification for the said failure; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10A of the said Act, the Election Commission hereby declares the 
persons specified in column (4) of the Table below to be disqualified for being chosen as, and for being, a member 
of either House of Parliament or of the Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a State for a period of three 
years from the date of this order. 

TABLE 


S. Particulars of 

No, e'ectien 

S. No. & name of 
Constituency 

Name and address oT the candidate 

Reason for 
disqualification 

1 . General Election to the 
Himachal Pradesh 
Legislative Assembly, 
1985, 

38—Jaswan 

Shri Surinder Singh Bihal, 

Village and P.O. Doda Siba, 
Tchsil-Dehra, 

District Kangra, 

Himachal Pradesh. 

Account not lodged 

2 , -do- 

49—Kangra 

Shri Yog Raj 

R/o Village Bussal, P.O. Baroh, 
Tehsiland Dist, Kangra, 

Himachal Pradesh 

-do- 

3 . -do- 

30—Chintpurni 

Shri Ranjit Singh, 

Village & P.O. Amb, 

District Una 

-do- 

4 . -do- 

-do- 

Shri Ram Lok, 

Village Makho, P.O. Nehrian, 

Tebsil Amb, 

District Una 

-do- 

5 , -do- 

51-—Banikhet 

Smt. Bimla Mahajan, 

Moballa Cho-Wgan, 

Ward No. 11, 

P.O, & District Chamba, 

Himachal Pradesh 

-do- 

6 . -do- 

18- -Paonta Doon 

Mohammad Ismail, 

Ward No, 3, Paonta Sahib, 

District Sirmaur 

Himachal Pradesh 

-do- 

7 . -do- 

29—Gagret (SC) 

Shri Udham Singh, 

Village & P.O. Dangoh, 

Tehsil Amb, District Una, 

Himachal Pradesh 

-do- 


[No. 76/IHP-LA/85(2)] 
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■jpqr fa^far >pr few 

fa^far m *t ^.*r, 

SftX qTP 

fT^TT *rs% ar«r«ff <ru ^tp 

WTrTt 

fnrtrr tt ’ptttr 

”1 2 

3 

4 

5 

1. ww ehtt qsr srtam 

4 -^ff farift 

^ 3T®5*T fjft?, 16/61, 

4 p 9 p ^Tfis^T qtfr ft'qi 

tfarfapf 


fa^TH! 5^, fa^fr 1 

rrqT 

2. Sftft 

TTCA 

*ft snrcsftar, 9 / 7232 , 

!ihft •ptc, fa.v 4 t 1 

ACT 

3 . sift 

AT** 

^ afw jrprsir, 

^- 37 , ^It vnrr, 

1 

?rss 

4 . srar 

!^T 

«ft f®>r $*rrT, 246, 
ft.ft.q. apprr 9^, JT< •ETfl, 
fT65ft | 


5 . 

TO* 

^rwrrp, 24o/^r/s, 

^ 1 

sift 

6. Sftft 

qSfa 

^T, 172, ^ftqTTr, 
STT^r, 1 

sift 

7 . 

to* 

16 3*tl-2i 
«t. 1 , f^fr 1 

sift 

8. Sftft 

sis 

aft tr%?r 134 / 1 , 

f%?R THT 1 

sis 

9 . sftft 

rtf* 

aft tr^sT, <T -5 5 , PtTT, 

1 

sift 

10 . ?rfo 

to* 

aft tt& v*rrp, w-6/ios, 

Ant^r <jft, ftr?5pr 1 

sis 

11 . *TT«r 

sis 

art TTq- ^rmn, 46/6P, 
arr^ET Tin:, fcrrt 1 

sift 

12 . sift 

sis 

vt ^ . rft. -J^t, 1 6^ftfap? 
far^rrf T3T, fe^ft 1 

sift 

13. 


aft qr srtT5T, 328, TT*T mk, 
ywji »ttj "?r jfe^t i 

sift 
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4— ’i4T fepft 

*-ff ftrrt, 8 24-2 5, 

XTlT nX , feat 1 

7091 Tlfex *1^1 f*F4T 

1 5- 

e-feat mx 

«ft *T^T fe, 17/69, 

'4Tn fe XR , 3TRX <fef, 

X fexT I 

ife 


16. cCT 

cT^ 

^ircq n^ar, 25 / 25 , xfe xrx 
■—•ft 1 

cfe 


17. HXT 


s 4t fat?, Tr-42, 

vrr r n ffea 

f^or^ | 

7TT4 


1 8. 


>qt xrflx qrq, 5 / 28 , qlTfr xtx 
fext 1 

rfe 


19 . 


>fr xx ^r, sot. at. fix, 

3 :#t . 4t . fe xifwi qj'-f-x, 

■* 

fxxr 1 

rfe 


20- 

fef 

*cft fetx?fe 2512 . ^rrT^^rt, 
xafexx feiat 1 

asr 


21. 


»4t at. jt.x. rrsfiift, 
l 9 3 5 / 1 8, ^XTJ 

7qfr[ TVVff, | 



22. 

?fer 

p 4t X<4 X*T, aXX H. 1 78 6, 

w q. qt/r, qxx ttitrt xx 
fefea xir, qf fext 1 

T?T 


2 3. ^ 

4 

>4t fosFT fXX, TXlfe 2032, 
xfr iff XTft, f%xft xxx 
^rrxxf xfe fext 1 

fer 


24. 

rfef 

p 4t xx trig?!, 1 2 7 , 
qxfer 7Trf%^, fet xxft, 
feat 1 

417 


2 5. 


^tt tpftft xq 'JTTxrt, 1 7 6 8-69, 

4'4'IXT ; *TR TITTIX 

fexr 1 

arq 


26. ? T5^ 


^ ^XT >fHT, 3 807, 

feF 7irgqx, ^Trir^ - ife 

1 

XT 


2 7. qqq 


fT . qrq XX J TtXT, 

■m tw, fe^fr 1 

Jl 

XT' 


28. 

irtq 

Xt rfr 7111, 4TT.^f-l (iWI =;-£, 

XT TT. qr-ft ;f. 3 ; q# f^sfr-46 1 



29. <5^ 

fer 

# ''TXT 4T 1 00 3, TXT ~SX, 

Tfet qk, fe^tt 1 

777 
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rTt w Tr 
RiETREfRftRR 1 

5-RPTft Rfa 

*ft T iprrr se/rec, jjwr, 

2 45,T~ft 
ferft l 

ft*BT Rlf^TR 

<rKR 

rrr 

>ft EETtR fRTT, 1877, 

TRT ’TTTrftrrir, RTRTT ftlRtRTR, 

fesft 1 


art* 

RRR 

«ft sefeer, 4533 , rnft rtr 

q^TlRR, fe*ft 1 




«ft eretr Rsmr, 4003 , 

Eftrft tirer:, 1 

R5R 



sft Efftfl ER, lAftsieRT ET*P, 
ft'RR ER flftPPR, R$ faEft 1 



[ft. 76/forft~Rt*FRRT/85 ( 3 )] 
RTRUT ft, 
SET. 'ft. ReHT, EfRR, 
TPCT fRRfalR 3TT*fftr 


O.N. 64.—Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied that the contesting candidates specified in column (4) 
of the Table below at the election to the House of the People from the Onion Territory of Delhi as specified in 
column (2) and held from the constituency correspondingly specified in column (3) against their names have 
failed to lodge accounts of their election expenses, as shown in column (5) of the said Table, as required 
by the Representation of the People Act, 1951 and the rules made thereunder; 

And, whereas the said candidates have either not furnished any reason or explanation for the said failure even 
after due notice or the Election Commission, after considering the representations made by them, if any, is satisfied 
that they have no good reason or justification for the said failure; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10A of the said Act, the Election Commission hereby declares the 
persons specified in column (4) of the Table below to be disqualified for being chosen as, and for being, a member 
®f either House of Parliament or of the Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a State for a period of three 


years from the date of tills order; 

TABLE 


S. Particulars of election 

S. No. & name of 

Name and address of the candidate 

Reason for 

Ne. 

constituency 


disqualification 

1 — ' ~2 " 

3 

4 

5 

1. Genotal Election 
to the House of the 
People, 1984 

4 - East Delhi 

Shri Abdul Hamid, 

15/61 Trilok Puri, 

Delhi. 

Account not lodged 

2. -do- 

-do- 

Shri Amarjit 

9/7232 Gandhi Nagar. 

Delhi. 

-do- 

3, -do- 

-da- 

Shri Om Parkash, 

J-37-Kartar Nagar. 

Dellii 

-d»- 
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2 

3 

4 

5 

4. 

General Elec lien 
to the House ©f the 
People, 1984 

4-East Delhi 

Shri Krishan Kumar, 

246, D.D.A., Junta Flats, 

N,md Nagri, 

Delhi 

Account not lodged 

5. 

-do- 

-de- 

Shri Jas Ram, 

24G/B/5. Nand Nagri, 

Delhi 

-do- 

6 . 

-do- 

-d«- 

Shri J.P. Jain, 

172, Teliwara, Shahdra, 

Delhi 

-do- 

1 . 

-do- 

-d©- 

Shri Balkar Singh. 

I63-A-2, Raeubarpura, No. 1, 

Delhi 

-do- 

8. 

-do- 

-da- 

Shri Rakcsh Chander, 

134/1, Kishan Ganj, 

Delhi 

-de- 

9. 

-do- 

-do- 

Shri Rajender, 

A-55, North Gonda, 

Delhi 

-do- 

19. 

-do- 

-4#- 

Shri Radhey Shyam, 

Q-6/105, Mangol Puri, 

Delhi 

-do- 

11 . 

-do- 

-do- 

Shri Ram Lubhaya, 

46/6A, East Azud Nagar, 

Delhi 

-do- 

12 . 

-do- 

-do- 

Shri J.C. Raina, 

16-Gobitid Khurd, 

Vishvvakarma Nagar, 

Delhi 

-do- 

13. 

-do- 

-do- 

Shri Ved Parkash. 

328. Ram Nagar, 

Krishna Nauar. 

Delhi 

-do- 

14. 

-do- 

-do- 

Shri Satender Kumar, 

824-25. Ganesh Nagar, Shakarpur, 

Delhi 

-do- 

15. 

-do- 

6 -Dellh Sadar 

Shri Saroop Singh, 

17/69 Than Singh Nagar 

Ananu Parbat, 

New Delhi 

-do- 

16. 

-do- 

-do- 

Shri Subash GupLa, 

25/25. Shakti Nagar. 

Delhi 

-do- 

17. 

-de- 

-do- 

Shri Sliatru Ghan Singh, 

D-42, Sawtantar Bharat Mill Qrs, 

Delhi 

-da- 

18 . 

-do- 

-do- 

Shri Jagdish Lai, 

5/28, Moti Nagar, 

Delhi 

-do- 

19. 

-do- 

5-Chandni Cliowk 

Shri Afjal Khan, 

I P. Depot, 3 D.T.C. 

Officer Flats, 

New Delhi 

-do- 

28. 

-do- 

-do- 

Shri Alieemudin. 

2542, Bara Dari, 

Ballimaran, Delhi 

-do- 
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21 . 

General Election 
to the House, of the 
People, 1984 

5—Chandni Chowk Shri P.R. Anthony, 

1935/18, Katra Sekh Chand, 

Lai Kuan, Delhi 

Account not lodged 

22 . 

-do- 

-do- 

Shri Kahi Ram, 

Katra No. 1786, 

H. No. B/7 Katra Atma Ram, 
Chamelian Road, 

De'hi 

-do- 

23. 

-do- 

-do- 

Shri Kishan Kumar Rastogi, 

1032, Gali BarafWali, 

Kinari Bazar. Chandni Chowk, 

Delhi. 

-do- 

24. 

-do- 

-do- 

Shri Krishan Mohan, 

127. Gadodia Market, 

(Chari Baoli, Delhi 

-do- 

25. 

-do- 

-do- 

Shri Dhanpat Rai flharti, 
l?oo-60, Ba.sti Julahan, 

S»d:;r Bazar, Delhi 

-do- 

26. 

-do- 

-do- 

Shri Reran Chand Gola, 

3807. Chowk Shahganj, 

Ajmeri Gate, De'hi 

-do- 

27. 

-do- 

-do- 

Dr. Mad an Lai Goel, 

Village Ritluda, 

Delhi 

-do- 

28. 

-do- 

-do- 

Shri Rat; Ram 

RZ 16A 15-E. Sagarpur, 

St. No. 3, New Delhi 

-do- 

29. 

-do- 

-do- 

Shri Rakesh Jain, 

1003, Kucha Natwan. 

Chandni Chowk. Delhi 

-do- 

30. 

-do- 

-do- 

Shri Rohtas Kumar Khangwal, 
245-Gali Kadlcswasha. 

Fatehpuri, Delhi 

-do- 

31. 

-do- 

-do- 

Shri Sanlosh Kumar, 

1877, Kucha Khyali Ram, 

Bazar Sita Ram, 

Delhi 

-do- 

32. 

-do- 

-do- 

Shri Satya Parkash, 

4533-Gali Dal Mandi, 

Pahar Ganj, Delhi 

-do- 

33. 

-do- 

-d o- 

Shri Yash Paul Kashyap, 

4003, Bngichi Ram Chander, 

Delhi 

-do-’ 

34. 

-do- 

-do- 

Shri Amit .Tain, 

1-Kaushalya Park, 

N eclair. Jains Uocsks. 

New De’hi 

-do- 


[No. 76DL-HP/85 (3)] 
By Order, 
R.P. BHALLA, Secy. 
Election Commission of India 
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